H926

gress which are /more and more belng ab-
sorbed by the Axecutive branch.

there are other ways by
which the pgfver and authority of the leg-
islative bragch have been diminished. It is

Policiefd in the House and Senate, headed by
memhrs of the minority party

In th Houses of Congress are Commit.
tees fon Government Operations having ju-

risdfction to conduct comprehensive inves-
fons, It is difficult foy them to do =0
effectively when the resultd appear likely to
refiect unfavorably on th own party’s ad-
ministration. This is thf purpose of giving
control of these commi to the minority.
This is not an originAl idea in representa-
tive government eith¢f here or abroad. The
House of Commons fn Great Britain has a
committee known the Committee of Pub-
lie Accounts wh chairman is by conven-
tion a leading mber of the opposition,
who has been Financilal
Treasury. The committee
responsibility for insuring-

that all public,
intended by /Parliament. It also promotes
economy angl efficiency and helps to main-
tain high stdndards of morality in all public
financial

In our offn history also, there are examples
of minorify control of col ttee investiga-
tions. Pefhaps the most fAmous occurred in
1923 whén the Teapot Dome oil-reserve in-
vestigation was conducfed by a Democratie
Senator at a time whery both Houses of Con-
gress and the execut{ve branch were con-
trolled by the Republican Party. This Sena.
tor, Thomas J. Walgh, of Montana, accepted
the responsibility of conducting the investi-
gation at the urggnt request of Republican
Senator Robert LAFollette.

would infringe in no

was not servlng the American
as it should.

B numerous reco
committee’s  r

‘the traditional check
of our government.

on procedures and policies
- be chalred in each House by

Congress of the execittive branch,
when both Houses of the Con-
well as the Executive, are con-~

greater assurance that the public/
be given the full truth in matters
such’as the Bobby Baker scandal. This is a
parllamentary tool which the British have
found to be very effective through the op-
eration of what they call “The Committee
of Public Accounts” which is controlled by
the minority. ...,
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STATEMENT BY HON. JAMES E.
WEBB

(Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania asked
and was given permission to extend his
remarks at this point in the REcorp and
to include a statement of James E. Webb
of the Natlonal Aeronautics and Space
Agency on the future of the space pro-
gram for fiscal year 1969.)

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, I include the above-mentioned
statement at this point in the REcorp:

STATEMENT OF JAMES E, WEBB, ADMINISTRATOR,
NATIONAL» AERONAUTICS AND SPACE ADMINIS«

TRATiON, BEFORE 1HE COMMITTEE ON
SCIENCE AND ASTRONAUTICS, HOUSE OF
REPRESENTATIVES

Mr. Chairman and Members of the Com-
mittee: We are here today to present to the
Committee the President’s authorization re-
quest for NASA's Budget for Fiscal Year
1969, a year that marks the beginning of
NASA’s second decade.

For the past seven years, Dr. Robert C.
Seamans, Jr., first as Associate Administra~
tor and then as Deputy Administrator, has
played a principal role In presenting the
NASA program to the Commitiee. All of us
at NASA deeply regret the loss of his gervices
as a full-time official, but we are glad that
he has agreed to continue om a part-time
basis as a consultant.

The President last week submitted to the
Senate the appointment of Dr. Thomas O.
Paine of Santa Barbara, Cilifornia, to suc-
ceed Dr. Seamans. Dr. Paine has achieved
a distinguished record in many technical
fields including metallurgy and magnetism.
Equally important, he is experienced in the
fileld of management. His most recent post
was a8 Manager of General Electric’s Center
for Advanced Studies. Here he was responsi-
ble for a substantial effort in research and
ahalytlc studies on complex problems of mill-
tary:systems and on broad technological and
social problems of a national and interna-
tional character. Thus NASA Is able to draw
on an outstanding technically and scientifi-
cally oriented executive from private life to
enrich the high competence of ite career
service. Dr. Paine will be available for duty
in about & month.

Dr. Homer Newell, as Assoclate Adminig-
trator, is concentrating on a number of spe-
cial assignments centering on an analysis of
policy and planning needs for the next ten
years. 8ince the position of Deputy Admin-
istrator is temporarily vacant, and in view
of Dr., Newell’s current assignment, I have
agked the Assoclate Administrators for Space
Science and Applications, for Tracking and
Data Acquisition, for Advanced Research
and Technology, and for Manned BSpace
Flight to present NASA’s 1989 budget re-
quests. They will testify not solely as the
managers of the four major program offices,
but as officials responsible for and partici-
pating in the conduct of the total NASA pro-~
gram including the areas of over-all manage-
ment and public policy. Statements cover-
ing & number of speclalized areas have been
supplied by other officials.

With your permission, my own statement
will be limited to a few important points
which will be developed further by the As-
sociate Administrators.

1. NASA’s 1969 authorization request, at
the $4,370 million level, is $700 million below
the amount requested last year. It 1s almost
$500 million less than this year’s authoriza-
tion and is $200 million below this year’s
appropriation. NASA’s expenditures for FY
1969 will be down $230 million from this year,
$850 million below last year, and $1.3 billion
less than in FY 1966. The NASA program has
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been cut. I hope you will decide it has been-
cut enough and will a 1;glprove the full amount
recommended by the President.

2. The FY 19068 request does not meet all
our Nation’s needs in aeronautics and space.
It is a compromise—one which I fully supf.
port—hetween needed work toward advances
in aeronautics and space which we can and,
should make, and other overriding require-:
ments. The President was forced, in spite of:
his conviction as to the importance of &,
larger effort in aeronautics and space re-
search, to accept reductions in NASA’s budget |
as submitted for FY 1968 and to recommend’
in this 1969 budget an even lower level, .

3. During this period when wWe are reduc-"
ing our effort by one-third, the USSR is still.
increasing its effort. We must therefore f
the probability that in the coming year, and:
in those following, the Soviets will continues
to demonstrate capabilities beyond those.
which we will have. They will soon be in pos:
tion to launch a booster with greater thrust:
than the Saturn V. I expect them to resume:
manned space flights soon. They may well
land instrument package on Mars in 196&{
and again in 1971. In terms of scientific ad«:
vance and in applications of immediate ecos.
nomic use, such as meteorological and com-;}
munications systems, our program has con-.|
tributed more than theirs. But in terms of;
the use of large launch vehicles and in the'
rate at which future greater capabilities are
being developed, they are and will remain
ahead, at our 1869 Bydget level. The hard:
fact we now face is that just as we have be<
gun to catch up in large-scale booster opera:
tlons—as shown by the fiights of Apollo 4
and 5 and the bringing of Launch Complexes;
34, 37 and 39 on stream—we are cutting back’
our program while they continue to advance,j

Within the necessary flscal constraints, the]
NASA FY 1969 program and budget estima
are based on the following guidelines:

First, we will continue with the Apo ;

operating plan. A manned lunar landing by'-
the end of 1969 depends on success in prace;
tically every one of the eight Saturn V flights:
remaining in our operational plan for 1969
and 1969. Our schedules and our budget
estimates are based on success in utilizing:
the all-up test concept for both the Saturn
V and Apollo. At the 1969 Budget level, our
ability to promptly overcome any serious
problems which our test launches may show:
is greatly reduced.

Second, we will reduce production rates
under space systems contracts and our:
NASA center operations in order to hold ex-
penditures to a minimum in FY 1968 and FY
1969, The delivery rate of Saturn IB’s after
the first 12 and of Saturn V’s after the first.:
15 wiil be reduced to two per year. We are
also carefully analyzing with the Department
of Defense future requirements for Iarge-
launch vehicles and will consider furtherr
will be scheduled until after the first manned
lunar landing, and the number of launches .,
will be sharply limited. A number of new -
studies will focus on definition of a Saturn
V Workshop as the major follow-on use of. 4
the Saturn-Apollo capability we have devel-"
oped for initial use in the manned lunar:
landing. The Saturn I Workshop will be’
considered as an interim step toward the:
Saturn V Workshop. The earliest launch of
the Saturn I Workshop will be in 1870; lt5
will be used In association with a later:
launch of an Apollo Telescope Mount as we !
described to you last year. Under our re-:
duced budget, this 18 a logical step in the:
development of manned flight in the period
following the lunar landing. Practically alla
programs have been stretched out. For ex-:
ample, in the Physics and Astronomy pro-:
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gram, the launch schedule for the Ploneer
spacecraft hasg been revised so that there is
now a gap of more than three years between
Ploneer E and the first of the next two
missions, Pioneer F and G.

Third, we are phasing-out a number of
fiight research projects such as the X-15 and
XB-70. We are terminating the orbiting geo-
physical observatory program after OGO-F
now scheduled to be launched early in 1069.

Fourth, thoss urgent new starts which we
must undertake will be reduced in scope. In-
stead of the large NERVA II nuclear engine
proposed last year, we will be developing a
smaller NERVA I, This will enable us to
greatly increase the future capability of the
Baturn V launch vehicle, but will not require
the construction of extensive engine develop-
ment and test facilitles. In the planetary
program, in place of the Voyager mission, we
are now proposing an extended use and ex-
pansion of the less costly Mariner class
spacecraft. This program includes Mars mis-
sions in 1971 and 1978.

Fifth, in aeronaiutics and in space appli-
cations we will undertake certain urgent ac-
tivities in an expansion of current levels. In
aeronautics, technology developed in space
programs is now able to make important con-
tributions to the improvement of alrcraft.
We wiil devote increased effort to noise re-
duction and the development of vertical and
short take-off and landing alrcraft. We will
increase qur experimental work in the utill~
zation of space systems for direct applica~
tion and related economic benefit. For exam-~
ple, Nimbus D, planned for 1970, offers a
major step forward in charting the vertical
structure and composition of the Earth's at-
mosphere. We will enlarge with other Federal
agencies an alrcraft program to experiment
with techniques and instruments for remote
measurement of earth resources. We will also
start definition studies of a future satellite
system for acquiring data on earth resources.

Stxth, we are reassessing our NASA Center
work assignments and organization as our
work force is reduced. Our‘*objective is to
retain in our research and development cen-
ters, after the reductions are made, a limited
but strong and well-balanced team of sci-
entists, enigineers, program and project man-
agers, In our work with industrial contrac-
tors and universities, where employment on
NASA work is down by 135,000 and is still
dropping at a rate of about 4,000 per month,
we plan to develop new ways through which
the supporting research and technology
funds in our contracts and an extension of
step funding of university projects can help
stabilize the operations on which the nation’s
most experienced scientific and technical
teams depend, In all these actions, we are
emphasizing the continuing need for baslc
research and basle work in technology to
ensure that we will continue to strengthen
our national resource base and have the abil-
ity to move forward again on a firm basis
in the years to come.

Mr. Chalrman, with your permission, I
would now like to call on Dr. Naugle and
then Mr. Truszynski,

us consent, permission to
use, following the legisla-
any special orders
granted to:

request of Mr.
day; to revise
include ex-~

matter:)
Mr. MoRTON, for 15
Mr, Gross, for 30 min
Pebruary 8. .
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HALPERN, for 10 minutes, today.

10 minutes, today; to re-
remarks and include

Mr. Froop (at the
BranTOR), for 60 minutes,
20; to revise and extend his rem:
include extraneous matter.

et ————
EXTENSIONS OF REMARKS
y unanimous consent, permission to

revise and extend remarks was granted
to: .

Mr. ver and to include extraneous
matter. -

Mr. Kartr and to include extraneous
matter.

Mr. BELCHER and clude extraneous
matter.

Mr. McCorMACK (at the'xg
ALBERT) and Mr. ALBERT in
the REecorp following the P
message on crime. .

Mr, MicHeL and to include extranes
matter.

Mr. Murpay of New York following
the President’s message on crime and to
include pertinent extraneous material.

\ Mr, MacGrEGor following the remarks
b{ Mr. MorToN and to include a news-
paﬁr article from the Minneapolis

esident’s

Mo Tribune of February 1, 1968.

(The-following Members, (at the re-
quest of Mr. PerrIs) and to include ex-
traneous matter:)

Mr, WYATT™

Mr. RHODES o\bﬁizona.

Mr. FINDLEY. N

Mr. HanseN of Idahq in five instances.

Mr. ASHROOK.

Mr. DERWINSKI in two lhatances.
Mr. DENNEY. ~.

Mr. ESHLEMAN. \\

Mr. Berry in two Instances.
Mr. HosMER in two instances,
Mr. EsCH.

Mr. FiNo.

Mr. BLACKBURN.,

Mr. BUsH.

Mr. TEAGUE of California.

Mr. FRELINGEUYSEN.

Mr. MAILLIARD,

Mr. Tarrt in four instances.
Mr. RoTH in fiveé instances,
Mr. McDADE.

Mr. BQB WILSON.

Mr. MoRrse of Massachusetts,
Mr. ANprEWS of North Dakota.
(The following Members (at the re-

quest of Mr. ANTON) and to include
extraneous mattery)

Mr. BROOKS. N

Mr. Evans of Colo

Mr. F1sHER in four ; S.

Mr. MACHEN in six instan

Mr. McFaLL in two Instances,
Mr. HAWKINS.

Mr. CELLER.

Mr. MoorHEAD in four instances. AN
Mr. Rarick in two instances,

Mr, ROpINO,

Mr. St GERMAIN in two instances.

Mr. STEED.

Mr. EmnLeerc in two instances.

Mr. DINGELL.

Mr, CoHELAN in two instances.

Mr. LonG of Maryland.

Mr. Burxke of Massachusetts.

Mr, FasceLL in three instances.

™~

\\\'

H92T

Mr. MarsH in two instances, ¢
Mr, Wirr1aM D, FORD, i
Mr. EviNs of Tennessee in three in-

stances.

Mr. CAREY.

Mr. BOLLING.

Mr. KARTH.

Mr. BINGHAM.

Mr. HaNNA in two instances.

ADJOURNMENT

TON. Mr. Speaker, I move
do now adjourn.

a8 agreed to; accordingly
50 minutes p.m.) the
il tomorrow, Thurs-

Mr.

=
«
g
;
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ETC

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, ex
communications were taken from
Speaker’s table and referred as follow:

1482. A letter from the Acting Director of
Civil Defense, Department of the Army, trans-
tting the report of Federal contributions
ogram equipment and facilitles for the

om the Acting Secretary of
g & report of the yum-
y with Headquarters,
yrgnd the Army Gen-

the provisions of section 303

United States Code; to the
Armed Services,

1484, A letter from the Deputy Awgistant t

{

|

}

Secretary of the Interior, transmitting d
of proposed legislation to amend the Fish
Wildlife Act of 1956, as amended, to provl®~.l
technical and financial assistance to the com- |
mercial fishing industry in meeting the re- !
quirements of the Wholesale Fish and Fish~ |
ery Products Act of 1968; to the Committes .
331 Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

~

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUB-
LIC BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of

delivered to the Clerk
ference to the proper

on Interior and
Insular Affairs. 8, 1727, An s{\t to authorize
the comsolidation and use of“{unds arising
from judgments in favor of the Apache Tribe
of the Mescalero Reservation and of each of
its constituent groups (Rept. No. 1087). Re-
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House
on the State of the Union.

Mr. JOHNSON of California: Commlitee on
Interior and Insular Affairs. S. 2402, An act
to provide for credit to the Kings River Water
Association and others for excess payments
for the years 1954 and 1956 (Rept. No. 1088).
Referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the State of the Union,

Mr. GARMATZ: Committee on Merchant
Marine and Fisheries. S, 2447. An act to

.. amend section 2 of the Migratory Bird Con-
“gervation Act (Rept. No. 1089). Referred to

the House Calendar.

Mn_ SISK: Committee on Rules. House
Resolitjon 1058. Resolution providing for
the constderation of H.R. 25, a biil to au-
ecretary of the Interior in co-
the States to preserve, pro-
tect, develop, tore, and make accessible
estuarine areas of the Nation which are valu-
able for sport and commercial fishing, wild-
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m any puny upstart? Must we retreat from
the high seas as a maritime nation?
The Pueblo capture was stated, of course,

as a diyersionary tactic to draw attention
from the\gew Communist aggression in Viet-

nam, can “gouth Vietnam now believe, in
view of the™diplomatic retreat about the
Pueblo, that wa will not sell them out to
obtaln the release s{ more than 800 airmen
held by North Vietnalwl And if we lie about
the Pueblo, what rationdig can we use to
tell North Vietnam we are 8 hey claim if
this will obtain the release of our~R

The answer of course is national setw
integrity and honor. This is why we are figi
ing In Vietnam. This is why the gallant
Pueblo took risks off Korea and this is why
we malntain a defense posture.

That posture should not be used to per-
petrate a lie even for ultlmately good motives
such as the release of prisoners.

Once we resort to the lie as a national
policy we are no different from the enemy
we are fighting. We will have lost our na-
tional integrity. .

Mrs. Carlos Romulo

NGS BRYAN DORN

deeply saddened recently to learn o
passing of one of America’s warme
friends, Mrs. Carlos P. Romulo.

Mrs. Romulo exemplified the noblest
traditions of womanhood as a wife, a
other, and a talented, well-educated,
earted, gracious lady. We remem-
rs. Romulo most pleasantly during :

President of the\ United Nations Gen-
eral Assembly, Mrs, Romulo continued
. & tradition of servicekegun many years
before in the Philippieg. She will be
greatly missed by all who Rmew her, and
her eircle of friends extends“the world
over.

Mrs. Domm and my family join e in
deepest sympathy to General Romwlo
and thelr three sons, Gregorio, Ricard:
and Roberto. ,

I should like to bring to the attention
of my colleagues and the American peo-
ple the following article about Mrs.
Romulo which appeared in the Washing-

8 Romulo, 62, wife of the
long-time FPhilipdpe Ambassador to the
United States and er president of the
United Nation's Generah Assembly, died of
leukemia yesterday in Ma
A petlte island beauty que she and her
husband, now President of the versity of
the Philippines, were one of Washington's
most popular diplomatic couples during the
more than eight years they lived here.

The daughter of & prominent Philippine™.

family, Mrs. Romulo attended convent schools
and at 16 won the islands’ carhival beauty
queen contest. The king chosen to rule be-
side her was Carlos P. Romulo, a young editor
who had recently returned from Columbia
P’x::verslty. ‘They were married a short time
ater,

During World War II, while her hushand

dren hid
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W
Mac.

ing as aide-de-camp to Gen. Douglas
ur, Mrs. Romulo and her four chil-

was dangerous and confusing for her chil~
dren, the youngest of who bby, was only
8. Bobby thought up his o
Japanese troops asked him ‘¢
father?” Mrs. Romulo said. “He wo
say ‘Daddy,’ " she recalled,

After the war the Romulog were reunite
and came to the United States. Brig. Gen.
Romulo was then resident commissioner of
te Philippines. He became U.N. General As-
g president in 1949, and served at the

il 1954 when he was named Ambas-
" States.
g-ewned a house on Garfleld
Street nw. for manywyears, renting it while
they lived at the Embaday from 1954 to 1962,
Mrs. Romulo created a Philippine room {n
the house, tiled like a Manila P
with rattan furniture, Philippine™ carvings
and her own paintings.

The Romulos returned to Manila in 1963,
when the Ambassador became president of
the Philippine University. They returned
briefly to Washington in 1864 for a visit.

Besldes her husband, Mrs. Romulo 18 sur-
vived by three sons, Gregorio, Ricardo and
Roberto. A fourth son, Carlos Jr.,, was killed
several years ago In a plane crash,

Serbian Independence

HON. EDWARD 'J. DERWINSKI

OF ILLINOIS
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

people are now captives of co
and this great holiday is forbi
PIt‘;eir homeland by their present dicsator,

to.

On this historic day we must rededi-
cate ourselves to our efforts to see that
freedom 1is restored to the brave people
of Serbia and all the other captives of
communism.

. The great Serbian leader, Karageorge,

o¥ered his life and fortune to rid Serbia
of oppressive rule of the Turks and
the jans were victorious in their
fight fo™ independence and freedom.
Serbia ac ed International recogni-
tion when the\Treaty of Bucharest was
signed in 1812 d secured a limited
autonomy.

We must not, o
events such as the Ser
dependence in words, b
well. I urge, therefore, th
House Committee on Captive

observe historic
fight for in-
in deeds as
a Special

tions of oppression under which t
bians and other captive peoples\are

suffering. N

.,

is especially important, Mr. Speaker,
note the consistent cooperation
of the government with the Soviet
intrusion the Mediterranean and
the growing m®nace to world peace that
stems from this™~8oviet imperialistic
policy.

that
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Qur Space Program T

HON. JAMES G. FULTON

OF PENNSYLVANIA
IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, February 8, 1968

Mr. FULTON of Pennsylvania. Mr.
Speaker, it is a pleasure for me to place
in the CONGRESSIONAL RECORD a number
f questions which I asked of the Hon-
orable James Webb, Administrator of
NASA, on February 7, 1968, together
with Mr. Webb's replies:

QUESTIONS BY CONGRESSMAN JAMES PurTOoN
OF PENNSYLVANIA, TO ADMINISTRATOR JAMES
WEEB, oF NASA, FOR AUTHORIZATION HEAR-
INGS, FEBRUARY 7, 1068

Question I: What is the relative status
and progress of our national space program
compared to the Soviet space program? Are
we ahead or behind? In what areas? ;

Answer: The Soviet space program has |
consistently utllized larger boosters than |
were currently avatlable to the U.S. In the
coming year, still larger Soviet boosters wiil *
be coming into use. During 1968, or shortly :
thereatter, they will have available a booster |
with over ten million pounds of thrust. i

The success of the Soviet Venus 4 and the |
ejection of a sensor capsule ihto the Venu-
sian atmosphere*during its encounter with -
the plamet prove that the Soviets have made
great progress in spacecraft command, con-
trol, communications, and guidance.

The Venus 4 mission was only one of an
impressive list of Soviet firsts, which in-
cludes the first satellite in earth orbit, the
first lunar orbit, the first pictures of the -
far side of the moon, the first soft landing
on the moon, the first man In space and the
first multimanned space vehicle, '

Planned Soviet manned space activity has
been delayed following the fallure of the
Soyus-1 mission last spring. However, auto- -
matic rendezvous and docking was accom-
plished by the Cosmos 186 and 188 vehicles,
This rendezvous and docking capability now
opens the way for the Soviets to proceed with
their announced program of large earth
orbiting space stations and further explora-
tion of the moon and planets. We belleve
they have the capability to do a fiyby of the
moon with some form of life, which some
belleve could be man. That the Soviets will
soon resume manned space operations is in-
dicated by the public announcement of the
addition of nine ships to the expeditionary
fleet of the Soviet Academy of Sciences for
the purpose of research work assoctated “with -
observations of space objecte in the areas
of the Atiantic, Indlan, and Pacific Oceans
and the Mediterranean Sea.”

The Soviets continue to launch, within
their Cosmo serles, important scientific
satellites and others which are recovered
within one to eight days. Sixty-one (81)
Cosmos satellltes were launched in 1967 of .
which 35 were recovered, Three of the Coemos
vehicles were meteorclogical sateliles. Three
Molniya communication satellites, the 5th,
6th and 7th in this program, were launched
in 1967.

The Soviet research and development ef-
fort in aeronautics continues to increase with .
indications that its supersonic transport will
be flylng early next year. Last October, the
International Aeronautical Federation was
requested to certify a world altitude record
of 98,461 feet carrying a 4,400 pound payload.
A more recent Soviet news release claims &
world speed record of 1817 mph over a 500
km. closed circuit. Both were accomplished
with the Soviet E-266 alrcraft.

In summary, there were 88 launches in the

Soviet space program during 1967. This com-~
pares with 42 launches in 1966 and 64
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launches in 1985, the previous Soviet peek
ear.

y There are no signs that the Soviets are
cutting back thelr space program as we are.’
New test and launch facilitles are steadily
added to expand their resource hase and &
number of space-flight systems more ad-
vanced than any heretofore used are nearing
completion, They will soon be in a position
to utilize a booster with greater thrust than
the Saturn V. They continue to move toward
a resumption of manned space fiights. There
is little doubt that they will endeavor to land
instrument packages on Mars in 1966 and
again in 1971. '

In terms of scientific advances and in ap-
plications of space systems to economic use,
such as meteorological and communications
systems, our program has achieved a more
advanced state than theirs. But in terms of
capability to use large launch vehicles and
in the rate of advance toward future greater
capabliities, they are and will remain ahead
at the 1969 budget level which we are pre-
senting. The hard fact we now face is that
just a8 we have begun to catch up In large-
scale booster operations—as shown by the
fiights of Apollo 4 and 5—we are sharply
reducing our program while they continue
to advance.

Question I, Last year, I asked NASA what
would we ihe effect of a reduction of several
hundreds of millions of dollars in the Fiscal
Year 1968 budget request. The reply was to
the effect that the program would experience
serious and eritical setbacks, Such a cut was
eventually made before the appropriation
was passed into law. How has it been possible
for the space program to maintain its pace
in the light of these reductions?

Answer: It has not been possible to main-
tain the pace of the U.S. space program. .

The President’s Fiscal Year 1968 budget re-
quest included funds to continue to advance
in space and to augment our aeronautics
effort. It also requested funds to begin a
limited number of programs significant fbr
the next decade, including NERVA II;
Voyager to be used for sclentific missions to
Mars in 1973 and 1976 utilizing orbiting ve-
hicles and sutomated landing laboratories; &
Msariner fiight to Mars in 1971; and Sun-
blazer,  small interplanetary probe to in-
crease our knowledge of the Sun. In addition,
the President's 1968 request would have
maintained production of our largest boost-
ers, the uprated Saturn I and the Saturn V,
at four of each per year, with spacecraft to
use these boosters for Apollo application
missions, beginning as early as this year—
1968.

Except for the Mariner-Mars 1971 mission,
authorization for each of these programs was
approved by Congress, but at reduced levels.
The FY 1968 authorization totaled $4.866
billion—$234 milllon below the budget re-
quest. The appropriation at $4.59 billion was
9511 million below the budget request and
$277 million below the authorization.

Thus, for FY 1968 we are operating under
appropriations in which-—

Research and Development funds, other
than for Apollo are 20 percent below the
budget request;

Funds for Coustruction of Facllities are
less than one-half of the budget request;
and

Funds for Administrative Operations were
reduced to $628 million. This has necessi-
tated a reduction in Civil Service personnel
by about §% and total administrative costs
by about 7%.

In the Apollo program, no more than nine
Saturn V flights can take place by the end
of 1969, These nine flights mark a reduction
from the 13 which we proposed at the begin-
ning of last year and the 11 which we stiil
hoped for last spring..

In the Apollo Applications Program, there
has been a complete revision of the mission
content, Hardware delivery schedules have

been stretched out and planned production
rates reduced to two Saturn V's and two
Saturn IB's per year beginning in Calendar
Year 1970. Apollo Applications flight IA has

. now been dropped, as has the second Apollo

Applications ciuster of a Saturn I Workshop
and Apollo Telescope Mount. Since no fund-
ing was provided for Manned Space Flight
Advanced Mission Studies, and FY 1967
funds are limited, a considerable reduction
has been made in the amount of study ef-
fort needed to Insure soundly-based deci-
sions as to future manned missions. All

"these steps represent a sharp decrease In

the planned rate of acquisition of manned
space flight experience and consequently a
sharp decrease in our national capability for
space-operations

In the Physics and Astronomy program, it
has been necessary to cancel the Pllgrim
Project and to delay Sunblazer:

The Lunar and Planetary Program was re-

directed with incressed emphasis on tech-
nology development to retain a base of com-
petent personnel in a period when no flight
mission were to be undertaken. The Voyager
program was eliminated. Launch Vehicle Pro-
curement funding was adjusted downward.
The GOES D and E missions were dropped,
and the ATS F and G and Nimbus E and F
schedules were delayed. The broad effect of
these reductions 1s to slow down the return
of scientific information about the solar
system and to delay the application of ad-
vances in space science and technology.
* In our Advanced Research and Technology
programs, the levél of effort in Electronic
Systems, Space Vehicle Systems, Basic Re-
search, Space Power and Electrical Propul-
sion Systems, and Chemical Propulsion has
been reduced. The NERVA I nuclear engine
has been substituted for the NERVA II en-
gine. In our ability to meet future aero-
nautics and space needs, the effects of these
cutbacks will be felt for years to come.

Reductions in funding for Tracking and
Data Acquisition has reduced support of
a number of satellites still in orbit and still
transmitting useful scientific and technical
data. In the Sustaining University Program,
facillty grants to universities have been all
but eliminated and a sharp reduction has
been made in the number of new graduate
students supported. Reduction in the Tech-
nology Utilization program has meant a
lessening of our efforts to identify, evaluate
and disseminate new technology resulting
from NASA programs.

The 50% reduction in Construction of FPa=~
cllities appropriations required deletion or
deferral of most construction projects, most
notably the test facllities for the proposed
NERVA II Nuclear Rocket and the Sunblazer
antenna, *

Finally, Civil Service personnel are belng
reduced by over 1700. We have reduced paid
overtlme by 35%, travel by 16%, and other
costs by 17%.

We can conduct & viable and useful pro-
gram at these lower levels, as we will indicate’
in presénting the President’s FY 1969
budget, but it will be a sharply reduced one,+«

Question I11: The President’s Budget Mes-
8age (see page 874, Appendix to the Budget
for Fiscal Year 1969) states, In part,

“In calendar year 1969, five manned flights
of the Saturn V are planned, Plans call for
all of these flights to be conducted with
complete lunar landing systems. The mission
plana for the first four will be primarily aimed
at development and operational testing. It s
planned that the lunar landing will be made
using a Saturn V In calendar year 1969.”

In view of the reductions made in Fiscal
Year 1968 and the reduced budget level of
the Fiscal Year 1969 request, 15 this estimated
date for the lunar landing as firm as i3 im-
plied?

Answer: In the last seven fiscal years, the
President’s budget requests for NASA have
been reduced by over $1.5 billion. The kind
of readjustments required by NASA and its
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contractors have caused grave problems and:
delays. Notwithstanding this, and such set’
backs as the Apollo 204 fire last year, we have
developed a system that has continued to:
move forward with the work required, to
meet the nation’s needs In space, The fOrst|
all-up Saturn V, flight tested all of its stages, |
the Service Module propulsion system and-
qualified the Apollo heat shield at lunar re-
turn speed. The recent Apollo § tested the:
Lunar Module and its descent and ascent:
engines. We are continuing to move rapidiy.
The President’s Piscal Year 1969 budget re- ]
ques$, if approved by Congress, will permit’
NASA to proceed on s testing, checkout and
launch schedule which, barring a major set-
back, should enable us to fiy the ninth:
Saturn V by the end of calendar year 1969. .
However, where we have had in previous years:
some flexibility to work around major prob--;
lems, we now have almost none. Even in the,
1ight of these factors, we belleve that we ]
still have the possibility of making the lunar®
landing before 1970. .

evelopment of a National-

Resource 1

or
IN THE HOUSE OF REPR!
Thursday, February §,

r. HATHAWAY. Mr, Speaker,
introducing legislation to

interesting idea to an
teen nuclear power-

over one-third of the Natio
erating capacity.

erating pynts. It now appears, however,

utilities are seeking a
monopolisti®\ control over these plants. ;

ergy Act of 1954 does not
guidelines for the:
for the operation of
nuclear plants., I) does not insure that
the public and erative systems will

clear power. The rec ‘
examples of private utiNties refusing to;:
cooperate with municipaijties and co-"

quate safeguards are not es‘bablishedfi
now. " h 1

am introducing today will*
ure that a reasonable op- -
portunity e for all electrical utilities .
to participatd\in the benefits of nuclear’
mends chapter 10 of the |

11 be issued a license !
to construct and\ operate a nuclear:
powerplant unless \he has granted to:
other persons engaged in the distribu--
tion, transmission, ob production of

that no person s




